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Superior Court of the District of Columbia 

Civil Division 



Goverofflent Relations. Ino vs Howe. A C.A. No. 05caQ03560 

INTnALORDER 



*H^mP 



Pursiiant to D,C, Cod« § 1 1 -906 and District of Columbia Superior Court Rule of Civil ProcedMS 
O^^CR Civ") 4Q^L it is hereby ORDERED a^ follows: 

(1) Effective this date, this case is assigned to the individual calendar designated below, AB future filiiigs 
in tills ca$e shall bear &e calendar member and judge's name beneath the case number in the captioa On filing any 
motion or paper related thereto, one cppy (for the judge) must be delivered to the Clerk along with the original. 

(2) Within 60 days of the filing of the complaint^ plaintiff must file proof of serving on each defendant 
copies of the Summons^ the Complaint^ and this Initial Order, and any General Ordo- issued by the judge to tvhotn 
the case is assigned. As to any defendant for whom such proof of service has not been filedj the Complaint will be 
dismissed without prejudice for want of prosecution unless the time for serving the defendant has been extended as 
provided in SCR Civ 4(ni), 

(3) Within 20 days of service as described above^ except as otherwise noted in SCR Civ 12, each defendant 
must respond to the Complaint by filing an Answer or other responsive pleading. As to any defendant who has 
failed to so respond, a default add judgem^t will be entered unless the time to respond has been extended as 

provided in SCR Civ 55(aX 

(4) At the time and place noted bebw, all counsel and umcpicscnted parties shall ^Jpear before the 

assigned judge at an Initial Scheduling and Settlement Conference to discuss the possibilities of settlement and to 
establish a schedule for the completion of all proceedings j including, normally, either medkdon, case evaluation, or 
arbitration. Counsel shall discuss with their clients mjox to the Conference whether the clients are agreeable to 
binding or non-binding arbitratioiL This order is the oufy notice that parties and counsel will receive 
eoncemiwg this Confeirettce. 

■F . - . 

(5) Upon advice that the date noted below is inconvenient for any party or coimsGi, the Civil Assignment 
Office (202) 879-1750 may continue the Conference once, with the consent of all parties, to either of the two 
succeeding Fridays. Requests must be made nor less than six business days before the scheduling confe3pence date. 
No other continuance of ihe Conference will be granted except upon motion for good cause shown* 

May 06,2005 Chief Judge Rufus a King, HI 

Case Assigned to: Calendar #10 (Judge Patricia A, Broderick^ 



Initial conference: @ 9:30am 08/12/05 Courtroom: 112, 1^ Floor 

5G0 Indiana Av^,, KW, 

Washington, D.C, 2O001 




RLE 





MAY 3 1 2005 

NASCY MAYER WHiTTiNGTON, CLERK 
as. D)S7R!CT COURT 
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CA Form 1 

Superior Court of the District of Columbia 

CIVIL DIVISION 

500 Indiana Avenue, N.W^ Room JM-i70 
WMhingtoa, D.C. 20001 Telephone: 879-1133 



QOi/^'^J^^'^^T ^€l^/\T'-ONS^ XNC. 



vs. 



Plainiiff 



CivU Action 



Q5--0W3SS0 



h U 'i 




VoWE 






^ . 



Defendant 



>-- ■- 



i''"fj- 



SUMMONS 



/^ 



To the above named Defendant: . 



f. 



K 



■ '■'- Yhv^ are" hereW summoned and required to serve an Answer to the attach^ Complaint, either 

personally or tibr oudi an attorney, within twenty (20) days after service of this sirnimons imon yon, exclusive 

of the day of service. If you are being sued as an officer or agency of the United States Government or tb£ 

■•-^:---; District of Columbia Government, you have sixty (60) days after service of this smmnons to serve >^ur 

V^M^Adsw^, a copy of the Answer must he mailed to:4he attorney for the party plaintiff who is suing you. The 

'■'t'l ■":'■; attOMiey's name and address appear helow. If plaintiff has no attorney, a copy of flic Answer must be 

"S " ijiMIed to the plaintiff at the'at&es^^ 

You are also required to file flie original Answer with the Court in Room JM 170 at 5G0 Indiana 
Avenue, N.W,, between 8:30 a.m, and 5:00 p.m., Monday through Fridays or between 9:00 a.m. and 12:00 
noon on Saturdays. You may file the original Answer with the Court eimer before you serve a copy of flie 
Answer on the plaintiff or within five (5) days after you have served the plaintiff. If you fail to file an 
Answer, judgment by default may be entered against you for the relief demanded. m^ejCOinplaint 






J 




'tt'X' , 6 5 <s „ 



««*■'* 



Name of PfeintifTs Attorney 



'^i^t'iT'* 



MdresG 



/. - 



• I I '"' / ' I — I — 






^ 



^SHr. 






Aop :i' ^ 



I rm li 






.■y - 



- > yo ^ 



Date 



n -*w 



^ . m f 



Telephone 






PUEGE OBTENERSE COPIAS DE ESTE FORMULARIO EN ESPANOL EJSi lEL TRlBtlKAL SXJFEMOR DEL 
DISTKITO DE COHJMBI A, 500 INDIANA AVENUE, N .W^ SAL A JM 170 

VOU MAY OBTAIN A COPY OF THIS FORM IN SPAINISH AT THE SLTEEiOR COtJRT OF D.C, 500 fflBIANA 
AVENl/B, N.W^ ROOM JM no ' 



NOTE: SEE IMPORTANT !( WORM AT ION ON BACK OF THIS FORM 
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m THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE DISTRTCT OF COLUMQBIA 

Civil Division 



I- !■! 



ife*<rtiBt#«-r 



jjjMiM^^'^t 



GOVERimiENT RELATIONS, INC, 

1050 Seventeen^ Street, NW, Suite 5 10 
Washington, D.C. 2O036 



} 



Plaintiff 



RECHVBD 

Oil Cfefk's OfSee 

MAY 6 2005 
S(f>«(i8rCMKt«rte 

I>toiiitflfCQit£nbiia 



i 




V, 




ALLYNN HOWE 

1 1005 Sweet Meadow Drive 

Oakton, Virginia 22124 



Case >3o.: 
Judge; 



0003S6O 



Defendant* 



-l-^^^H^*^ 



-\{-t— I 



^M 



, 



COMPLAINT 

1. INTRODUCTION 



] 



• 



Plaintiff Govermnent Rebtions, The. (Govemtneat Relations) briDg^ this action seeking 
an award for dsmages for damages it sustaiuad through the disloyal actions of DefendaiJtAllymi 
Howe (Howe). Defendant Howe*s duties as a Ml tijne employee of Government Relations, 

' > ? 1 

, m 

^owed Urn access to valuable trade secrets, confidential and o&er general husiness infoimation 
to which ha was privy only because of his employment with plaintiff, client lists, insider 
knowledge of the names and various business interests of plaintiff s clients, and other unique and 
valuable busings knowledge and infonnation. At various times and continuing until his 

'* ■ r ■ 

' /■ '■ .'■ 

employment with Goveimnent Relations ended on December 21, 2004^ defendant Howe abused 
his fiduciary position with plaintiff by using the above Infonnation to interfere with present and 

future contractual relations betw'een plaintiff and its clients mA unfairly wrest old, new and 
potential clients from plaintiff While in plaintiffs employ, defendant used the time he was 
ostensibly using for the benefit of plaititiff a business to instead prepare and begin his own 
business in direct competition with that of plaintiff by, inter alia, surreptitiously enticing away 
and taldngplaiQtiffs clients fironi plaintiff. 



;_ .\. : t -Jr .ti; i :iz^^.■^if'.". -.iI^l"-^ ■ ■■ ■ s.- ." v -r-. .^■i .■■^ .it. j'j^*-*.-^ -^ ■ ^ s;?^ i i'Si^ ; "^ '. — ^-Ti'. f■^ -zii f^ 
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n. OnURISDICTION 

Jurisdiction of ihis Court IS based cm DC Code §U-92t, as all transactions occ\axed 

■ 

while defendant was employed at plaintiffs home ofEce in Washington^ D.C.^ and, fiirther, this 
Court has p ersonal jurisdicti on o v^ defendant pursuant to DC Code § 13-423 , 

m. PARTIES 
1. Plaintiff Government Relations is a coipoiation with its mmn office at the address set 
out in the style, above* 









2. Defendant Howe is a resident of the Commonwealth of Virginia^ residing at the 
address set out in tie style, above. All actions complained of took placie while defendant Howe 

was employod in the District of Columbia by plaintiff. 

IV. ALLEGATIONS 
Count 1 (tortious mterferenceyyith contracft 

3. At various times during bts employment with plaintiff, defendant used his access to 
valuable trade secrets, confidential and other general business mfoixnationj client lists^ insider 



knowledge of the names and various needs and int^ests of plaintifTs clients, and other unique 

■I 

and valj^able business knowledge and information, all of which he gleaned soklj: through his 
employment with plaintiff, to persuade then current clients, fixtuic and potential clients for 



i 



i 



i 



J plaintiffs business to abandon p] aintiff and instead contract witli defendant's directly competing 

business. 

4. By persuadmg plaintiffs clients or potential clients to abandon plaintiif and give their 
buEmess instead to defendant alone, defendant unlawfully interfered with plaintiffs contractual 
relationships with Various third parties. 

Coght 2 (breach of implied contract) 

5. Plaintiff here repeats and re-alleges everything set out in paragraphs UA^ above, 

6. Since defendant's employment with plaintiff required him^ as part of Ms duties on 



behalf of plaintiff, to solicit new business for plaintiff and to maintain good business relations 



■■■ 
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between pldntiff and plsintiff s then cuireat clients, defeadaat's employment contract clearly 
contained an implied contract to act on plaintiffs behalf with regard to current and potential 
fliture clients of plaintififflnd, .fiirther to not act to the detriment of plaintiffby soliciting those 
same clients for the same business for himself alone. 



. 



Cottpt 3 (breach of quasi contracts 

7. Plaintiff here repeats and re-alleges everything set out in paragraplis 1-6, above. 

8. By acceptiag employment and pay for tliat employment fi^m plaintifl^ defendant 






entered into a qnasi-contr&ct.with regard to third psrties wbo were plaintiffs clients or potential 









clients, to act in a manner wbich would advance plaintifFs busmess interests with his clients and 



j potential clients. Defendant's above described actions which haimed plaintifFs business with its 

' ■ ♦ ■ 

clients an.d misappropriated that business to the benefit of defendant alone was a breach of that 



quaei^ontract 



Comit 4 (breach of cottSdentt^ or fiduciary ^elatioiishipV 

■ iii^^ii I in ■ - III ii^^M-B— J MTji II ■ ^ ^i^r r i — l~n m 1 ^^^ i i **^wi p ^i i*' 



. 



9* Plaintiff here repeats and re-alleges everything set out in paragraphs 1-8, above, 

T ' - . 

10. By the op eration o f hi s duties as an emp loyee of plaintifi^ defendant was able to 

■^ ■ ■ m 

obtam c<?nfidential infonnation abo^ut plaintifi's business as well as that of plaintiffs clients and 
potential clients. Because of defendant's status as an employee of plaintiff^ defendant Md a 
fiduciary lelationEhip with plaintiff and a fiduciary duty to plaintiff to use his employment 
position and the information gleaned because of that employment to the benefit of plaintifrvr5'-a- 
vis plaindfiTs clients and potential clients. Defendant'^ misuse of fhat information and 

J- ■ ■ ^ ■ 

r 

misappropriation of plaintiff s clients and potential cUents was a breach of legally permitted use 
of the above described cor^fidential information and, also, a breach of defendant's fiduciary duty 



to plaintiff. 






Cottnt 5 (mfeappropriatioii and coaversioti of trade secrete) 



n. Plaintiff here repeats and re-alleges everything set out in paragraphs 1-1 0^ above, 
12. Various particulais of the above described information used by defendant to 
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plaintiffs detriment were trade secrets belonging to pkintiffi 

13. Plaintiff clesrly never consented to defendant using plaintiffs trade secrets to take 
business piaintifFhad or sought and coaivertmg that business to himself. By using plaintiffs 
trade secrete to plaintiff's detriment md solely for defendant's benefit and personal enrichment, 
defendant misappropriated those trade secrets and unlawfully converted the v^ue of those trade 
secrets to his own benefit .and enrichment 

Count 6 fm kap propriatioa of plalntifrg salary payments) 

1 4 . Plaintiff here repeats and re-alleges evetything set out in paragraphs 1-13, above, 

1 5 . F laintiff agreed to pay defendant ' s salary during the period of hi s employment in 

* ■ 

exchange for def^dant' s work on behalf of pi aintiff s business interests- 

1 6. By felling to work on behalf of plaintiff, and instead using the time he was ostensibly 
working for plaintiff to suircptifiously work solely for his own b enafit (and to plaitdiff s 
detriment) plaintiffmisappropriated the salary he leceived, . * 

■ 

WHEREFORE, plaintiff requests this court take jurisdiction of this action, and, forther, 
order the following: 









■ 



■ 



, I ^ 

amount a$ may be dstemiined after discovery is completed; 

■ 

h. An accounting be made to determine the amount defendant was unjustly enriched by 
his above nnlawfol acts; 

c. Defendant be directed to disgorge and pay to plaintiff my fees or charges obtained 

through his above unlawful acts; 

d. Defendant be directed to repay to plaintiff the amount of salary and value of boajefits 
paid by plaintiff to d tfenda3it during the period defendant was engaged in his above unlawful 



acts; 



e. Defendant pay damages to plaintiff for the loss of business^ loss ofbusiness 






r 

a. Defendant pay to plaintiff Two Hundred Thousand Dollars (S2#0,000), plus such other 



4 



I 



Case 1:05-cv-01081-CKK 



Documenn -2 ^'" " FNed^5/3l72005"'^^^^ 









^^ 



tK fc -J 



-*: 




/■ 



K 




f i^ 



opportamty and loss of goodwill suffered by plaintiff as a result of defendant's above unlawfiil 



acts; 



£ Defendaiit to pay appropriate pmiitive damages; 

g. Defendant to pay appropriate interest, costs md reasonable attorney's fees; 



tL Defendant to pay such other amoimts as thi$ coturt deems fit and proper. 



: 



^ 









I 



my 




David E. Fox, Esq, 

Attorn^ for Plaintt 

1325 Eighteenth Street, N.W., Suite 103 

Washington, D.C. 20036 

(202)955-5300. 

DC Bar # 165258 
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